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INSPECTION REPORT

INSPECTTON DATE & T IME:  08 :00  to  15 :00 ,  10 -12  Marsh  LL ,Z

Permittee and/or operatorrs Name: co-op Mining companv
Business Address: Post Off ice Box L245, Hunt inqton, Utah 84528
Mine Name: Bear Canyon Permit  Number3 ACT/015 lo25
Type of Mining Activity: underground: x surface: other: -
County: Emery State:  Utah
company off icial (s) : charleE Reynolds 0.IEC/co-opl
State Officials (s) : Eugh Klein (DoGltt
Federal  Off  ic ia l  (s)  :  Russ porter (OSM)
Part ia l :  Complete:  - , . ! i  Date of  last  Inspect ion: 10 Feb. 1992
weather conditions: clear and mird. aDDroximatelv soc
Acreage:

Permit ted: 1060 Disturbed: 16 Regraded:-  Seeded:-  Bonded: 16
Enforcement Action: Yesi see followinq Daqe for l ist

COI'iPLINICE WITH PERUITS AND PERFORUAilCE STANDARDS

an equal opportunity employer
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(Comments are Numbered to Correspond with Topics Listed Above)

General Comments

Mr. Russ Porter of OsM-Albuguerque accompanied the
undersigned as part of a federal oversight inspection. At the
outset, both Mr. Porter and the undersigned presented credentials
to Mr. Charles Reynolds for review.

The entire first day was devoted to the records; the
remainder of the inspection was spent in the field. It is
important to note that the records were unorganized. There was
some diff iculty in discerning compliance for certain parts of the
permit. Eventually, the answers to these guestions were ferreted
out, but not without difficulty and what I believe to be a waste
of t ime. Records at Bear Canyon are an ongoing problem. The
operator has been told repeatedly to organize the on-site permit,
yet no real progress has been made here.

On the whole, many areas of the site were not being
maintained as specif ied in the PAP. At the closeout, i t was
necessary to take enforcement actions. The following NoVrs were
issued:

N92 -40 -01 -1
N92-40 -Oz-L
N92 -40 -03 -2
N92  -40 -04 -1
N92 -40 -05 -L
N92-40 -06 -1 -
N92 -40 -O7-L
N92  -40 -08 -1
N92 -40 -09 -1
N92 -40-LO-2

It should be noted that N92-40-04-L has been vacated by the
Div is ion.

The SPCC was not in ord.er and the operator has committed
to submit a new one within three weeks from the date of the
c loseout .

NOV #gt-15-08-1 is st i l l  pending due to a review of
tfaffected arearr terminology and related implications for drainage
control and reclamation.

1, ) Permits
Co-opfs permit to mine was reviewed. This permit was

renewed in May of 1991. In addition, the bond and insurance were
also checked. Init ial ly, there sras some question as to the
validity of the insurance because there was no signed copy of the
policy available. Eventually, a signed copy was obtained.
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Residential waiver letters, the air quality permit and the
UPDES permit were reviewed. The most recent copy of the air
quality permit was not signed. It was explained that the perrnit
was signed, but that the signature was so light and it did not
show up on the xerox copy. Mr. Reynolds informed us that Co-Op
was obtaining documentation of this. As of the present date,
such documentation has not been presented to the undersigrned.

2l Signs and markers
Signs and markers were not in order. The mine

identif ication sign did not contain the proper mail ing address.
In addition, the baseball f ield topsoil pi le did not have proper
identif ication. Both of these matters were rectif ied prior to
the completion of the inspection.

Disturbed area perimeter markers were not in place and
maintained as specif ied and outl ined in the PAP. Due to this
fac t ,  NOV #92-40-06-1 was issued.

3 )  Topsoi l
The baseball f ield topsoil pi le berm was found to be

breached in two places, but was repaired by the end of the
inspection. The topsoil pite near the scalehouse was not being
maintained as specif ied in the permit. Specifically, the berm
had settled in one area so as to be ineffective. In another area
the berm had been destroyed and improperly repaired. For this
reason,  NOV #gO-4 0-05-1-  was issued.

4') Hydrologic balance:

a) stream channel diversions
Diversions for Bear Creek were found to be satisfactory.

b) diversions
Undisturbed (clean water) and disturbed (dirty water)

diversions were inspected against the designs contained within
the hydrology section of the PAP. With the exception of the
diversion designated D-3U, the diversions were not constructed
and/or maintained as specif ied. This created the need to issue
NOV #gZ-4O-03 -2  (pa r t  1 )  .

Part 2 of NOV #gZ-40-03-Z was issued when an unpermitted
diversion was found at the Hoist Road.

When lump coal was found in undisturbed (clean water)
drainage D-9U, NOV #gZ-40-02-1 was issued.

West of the haul road, off the permit area, downstream
from the outfall of c-12U a silt fence was discovered. The
structure was almost entirely full and had been cleaned on a few
previous occasions. This last fact was supported by the adjacent
pile of cleanout material. Mr. Reynolds claimed that this was
located there at the request of tha Division. When no supporting
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documentation of this could be provided, NoV #gZ-4O-09-1 stas
wri t ten.

c) sediment ponds and impoundments
Sediment pond A and B were found to be in good working

order, however the as built maps for these structures were not.
Plate 7-2 (sediment pond A) had been revised, but not
recert i f ied. As a resul t ,  NoV #gz-40-08-1- was issued. Plate 7-2
did not accurately reflect the as built pond, but since the map
was not valid, no action was taken on this matter.

Sediment pond B t s as built was incorrect in that it did
not show the decant device. This necessitated
NOV #SZ-4O-LO-? (part  1) .

Annual pond inspections were also reviewed. The report
form presently used is, in my professional opinion, marginal in
regard to the regulatory requirement. This issue wil l  be
discussed with the operator t s environmental compliance
coordinator.

d) other sediment control measures
After inspecting the BTCA areas, there was some question

as to how these areas had been permitted and their effectiveness.
Subseguent revienr of the BTCA appendix and my professional
opinion that the best technologi- currently available is not being
ut i l ized made i t  necessary to issue Divis ion Order 92A. The
Order addresses the above mentioned concerns.

e) surface and ground water monitoring
Fourth quarter water monitoring reports had been reviewed

previously, so there was not an in depth review of these during
the inspection. Some comparisons of recent records with those
from years past was also made.

Water monitoring well SBC-3 was found to have a cracked
casing and a faul ty cap. Violat ion #gz-40-01-1 was issued here.
During the week of March 23-27 | Co-Op is planning to complete
some underground wells. BilI Warmack of the Price area office of
Water Rights is scheduled to be on site at that t ime. Mt.
Warmack has been requested by the undersigned to inspect the
damaged well, and to inform me of any requirements Water Rights
may have for repair of the structure.

f)  ef f luent l in i tat ions
All fourth quarter UPDES DMRrs were in order save one.

The November report for point OO4 did not contain laboratory
results for the sample. The report said it had been lost. f
had made Mr. Harry Carnpbell aware of this in November and Water
Quality had investigated the matter. Both Water Qualityts letter
and Co-Oprs response are in the f i le.  As the matter has been
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handled by Water Qualityr Do further action appears necessary at
this t ime.

9) Protection of environmental values
The permit did not contain a written waiver for the

operator to cond.uct activities within 100 feet of the stream
buffer zone. Such activit ies are currently taking place. In
order to resolve this, previous findings on the matter are being
reviewed. Once it has been assured that the review was adequate,
it is my understanding a written waiver wil l  be issued.

14) Subsidence control
The annual subsidence report had not been formally

submitted at the time of this inspection, and is not due unti l
the end of this month. An informal report was provided for our
revier,tr. The actual stations were not inspected because of
inaccessibi l i ty.

16) Roads
a) construction

It was not possible to inspect the mine roads against maps
in the permit because the maps were either inaccurate or did not
contain the reguisi te design speci f icat ions. NOV #gZ-AO-OT-L was
issued for the lack of  speci f icat ionsi  NOV #gZ-40-LO-z (part  2 ' )
was issued for certifying an inaccurate map.

Copy of this
Mai led to :

Report:
Russ Porter & Bernie Freeman (Ogtt-AFOI
l lendell  Onen (Co-Ool

Given to: i loe Helfrich (DOcld)
ltaIe

Inspectorrs Signature & Number:
Date :


